Jacoby rejected (loc. cit., pp. 166-167), perhaps rightly, the suggestion that the second Marathon epigram honored those Athenians who were killed in an otherwise unattested engagement at Phaleron. It is difficult, however, to agree with his statement (p. 171) that " the archaeological inference from the alleged faint cutting must needs be wrong too." Here again, disagreement among the epigraphists has led Jacoby to disregard epigraphical evidence. Oliver's reconstruction of the monument is still the best offered so far, and the existence of the cutting cannot be denied; its connection with the second epigram should not have been rejected by Jacoby without further study of the monument. His modest admission of ignorance in these matters is used by him to good advantage.

